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Table 1. Level of Nursing Professionalism, Moral Sensitivity, Ethical Decision-Making, and Ethical Values Table 3. Factors Influencing the Participant’s Ethical Values
bt (N=189)
Variables Scale range t?;?%igrfe Min ~ Max M+SD (total score) Ethical Values
Variables
Nursing Professionalism {75 80 ~ 144 276~ 4.97 3.8740.40 112.42411.78 B (B) t p
Moral Sensitivity 177 104~ 198 3.47 ~ 6.60 5.09+0.53 1562.83+£15.92 professional self-concept .09 -.04 —.44 .659
deal Ethical Decision-Making 175 56~ 100 2.80~ 5.00 3.96+0.41 79.97+8.27 social recognition .06 .25 3.25 001"
:teh?EZTiE)ecision—Making 175 35797 1.9574.80 = 3584043 | 71.0448.92 UG ProfessionelEm 07 ~01 1S 817
i .08 .02 .25 .803
Ethical Values 175 56~ 100 2.80 7 5.00 3.77/£0.42 75.50£8.58 Al Eemipeicies "
. . nursing autonomy .03 -.29 —4.73 .000
Table 2. Correlation among the Variables
(N=189) relational orientation .05 .00 —.00 .996
NUrSIng - deal Ethical .Realisti.c. | benevolence .05 14 1.79 074
Variables o otessionalism Moral Sensitivity Decision—Making Ethical D§CISIOH— Ethical Values )
Heltie structuring of moral meaning .03 18 2.66 .008
(o) (o) (o) r(o) (o) ”
Nursing autonomy .04 .29 3.91 .000
e 1 29(<.001) .20(.005) .19(.008) .23(.001) exoerience of moral confiict 04 08 1 08 978
Moral Sensitivity 29(<.001)" | 15(.032)" 11(.118) 46(<.001)" adherence to principles .05 —.05 -.74 459
ol Ethica Idea.l Ethical Decision— 07 — 06 _ 84 397
- | .20(.005)* 15(.032)% 1 53(<.001)* .01(.831) Making
Decision—Making
- RiegllzUe 07 04 58 557
Healistic Ethical Decision—Making
Ethical Decision- .19(.008)* 11(.118) .53(<.001)* 1 .13(.060)
Making Re=.418, Adj.R*=.375. F=9.67, p< .00
Ethical Values .23(.001)* A46(<.001)* .01(.831) .13(.060) 1
«p < 05 %% p < 00 * 0 < .05 ** p < .00
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